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RESOLUTION NO. 7352 


A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
OF THE CITY OF SOUTH PASADENA, CALIFORNIA, 
ADOPTING A NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND 
APPROVING AN APPLICATION TO DE-LIST A 
SPANISH COLONIAL REVIVAL STYLE HOME AT 
208 GRAND AVENUE FROM THE CITY’S CULTURAL 
HERITAGE INVENTORY 


WHEREAS, on March, 18,2014, Ellen Pansky, Property Owner, submitted an 
applieation to de-list the address of 208 Grand Avenue (“Property”) from the Cultural 
Heritage Inventory (“Inventory”); and 

WHEREAS, the application included an arehiteetural historian’s analysis and 
evaluation of the Property, whieh concluded that alterations and modifieations of the 
Property occurring between 1948 and 1950 represent a “post-war mid-century modem 
style” and incorporate “modem minimalist style,” and that, therefore, the Property does 
not provide an “intact example” of a Spanish Colonial Revival style house built in 1924; 
and 


WHEREAS, after notices issued pursuant to the requirements of South Pasadena 
Municipal Code (“SPMC”), the Cultural Heritage Commission (“CHC”) held a duly 
noticed public hearing on April 17, 2014, at which all interested parties were given the 
opportunity to be heard and present evidence concerning the de-listing of the Property 
from the Inventory; and 

WHEREAS, on April 17, 2014, the CHC reeommended that the City Council 
not remove the Property from the Inventory; and 

WHEREAS, notification of the City Council public hearing was duly published 
in the South Pasadena Review newspaper on May 15, 2014, and posted at City Hall and 
the Public Library; and 

WHEREAS, the City Couneil, after giving notice thereof as required by 
applicable law, held a duly noticed public hearing on June 4, 2014, at which all interested 
parties were given the opportunity to be heard and present evidence. 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SOUTH 
PASADENA, CALIFORNIA, DOES RESOLVE, DECLARE, DETERMINE AND 
ORDER AS FOLLOWS: 

SECTION 1. That the City Council finds and determines the foregoing recitals 
to be tme and correct. 
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SECTION 2. Pursuant to the provisions of the California Environmental Quality 
Act, Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq. (“CEQA”), and the CEQA Guidelines, 
the City Council finds that the de-listing of the Property from the Inventory will not have 
a significant effect on the environment and hereby adopts the attached Negative 
Declaration (Exhibit “A”). 

SECTION 3. The Property meets all applicable Findings to be removed from the 
Inventory as contained in Section 2.63(b) of the SPMC, in that the Property lacks historic 
significance, as set forth in the architectural historian’s report submitted with the 
application to de-list the Property from the Inventory. 

SECTION 4. The City Clerk of the City of South Pasadena shall certify to the 
passage and adoption of this resolution and its approval by the City Council and shall 
cause the Property to be de-listed from the City’s Inventory. 

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED ON this 4* day of June, 2014. 

Marina Khubesrian, M.D., Mayor 


ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM: 



(seal) 


I HEREBY CERTIFY the foregoing resolution was duly adopted by the Cit^ 
Council of the City of South Pasadena, California, at a regular meeting held on the 4“ 
day of June, 2014, by the following vote: 

AYES: Cacciotti, Joe, Mahmud, Schneider, and Mayor Khubesrian 

NOES: None 

ABSENT: None 

ABSTAINED: None 
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Exhibit “A” 


City of South Pasadena 

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM 

1. Project title; 

De-listing 208 Grand Avenue from South Pasadena Cultural Heritage Inventory 
Project No 1628-COA 

2. Lead agency name/ address: 

The City of South Pasadena 
Planning and Building Department 
1414 Mission Street 
South Pasadena, CA 91030 

3. Contact person and phone number: 

John Mayer - Senior Planner 
City of South Pasadena 
(626) 403-7228 

4. Project location; 

208 Grand Avenue 

City of South Pasadena, County of Los Angeles 
California, 91030 

5. Project sponsor's name and address: 

Ellen Pansky 

208 Grand Avenue 

South Pasadena, CA 91030 

6. General plan designation: 

Estate and Very Low Density Residential 

7. Zoning: 

Residential Estate (R-E) Zone 

8. Description of project: 

The proposed project is to build a second story addition to a Spanish Colonial Revival style home at 208 
Grand Avenue, The development is within the City limits of South Pasadena in the block immediately 
south of the city limits of Pasadena. The area currently is composed of low-rise, one and two-story single- 
family residential structures on relatively large lots against the toe of a steep slope below the Grand 
Avenue Reservoir site The single family residential structure at 208 Grand Avenue was constructed in 
1924, referencing a Spanish Colonial Revival style emphasized at the west-facing main facade. This 
structure was evaluated as a Historical Resource in October 2002 with a State DPR 523 Building- 
Structure Object record form generated. This intensive level survey lists a California Historical Resource 
Status Code of 5-S-3 (Appears to be individually eligible for local listing or designation through survey 
evaluation ) A previous 1994 survey for the City of South Pasadena Cultural Heritage Inventory lists the 
residence. After a previous design proposal to create an addition and modifications to this structure on¬ 
site, it was determined by the City Planning department to be infeasible due to its presumed historic 
status. The client had identified the proposed addition extending the site of a previous mid-century 
alteration to an original wing- as the most appropriate and economically feasible location with the least 
impact to structure and site An Assessment and Evaluation Report contends that the proposed design, 
which adds to a previously modified and altered part of the original structure, would be conforming with 
the Secretary of the Interior's Standards as appropriately detailed. The project involves de-listing the 
property at 208 Grand Avenue from the Cultural Heritage Inventory because the previous alterations 
dated 1948 to 1950, and additions to the residence do not constitute compatible work, and preclude any 
characterization of this residence as an eligible historic resource. Further, the 1948-1950 modifications 
have not in the interim gained any potential significance on their own merits. Upon removal from the 
Cultural Heritage Inventory, the proposed second story addition will be subject to approval from the City's 
Design Review Board 
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Enuiraninental Checkfst Foim 
Project Ho. 1G28-COA (208 Grand Auenue) 
Decisian Date: June4,2014 


9. Sufrowdina land usesand settinq: 



Land Uses 

Significant Features 

On-site 

Low Density Residential 

Single-Family Home 

North 

Low Density Residential 

Single-Family Home 

South 

Low Density Residential 

Single-Family Home 

East 

Low Density Residential 

Single-Family Home 

West 

Low Density Residential 

Single-Family Home 


10. Other piiilic agencies wiiose approval is required (feg. pemits^ financing approval, or 
particidar agreernent): None 



Figure 1. Aerial photo of 208 Grand Avenue 
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Environmental Checklist Form 
Project No. 1628-COA (208 Grand Avenue) 

Decision Date; June 4, 2014 

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 


The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, 
involving at least one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicted by the 
checklist on the following pages. 


□ Land Use and Planning 

□ Population and Housing 

□ Geological Problems 

□ Water 

□ Air Quality 

□ Transportation/Circulation 


□ Biological Resources 

□ Energy/Mineral Resources 

□ Hazards 

□ Noise 

□ Mandatory Findings of 
Significance 


□ Public Services 

□ Utilities & Service Systems 

□ Aesthetics 

□ Cultural Resources 

□ Recreation 


EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS: 

1) A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are 
adequately supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses 
following each question. A "No Impact' answer is adequately supported if the referenced 
information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one 
involved (e. g. the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact' answer should 
be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e. g. 
the project will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific 
screening analysis). 

2) All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on¬ 
site, cumulative as well as project-level, Indirect as well as direct, and construction as well 
as operational impacts. 

3) "Potentially Significant Impact' is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect is 
significant. If there are one or more “Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the 
determination is made, an EIR is required. 

4) "Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the incorporation of 
mitigation measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact" to a "Less 
than Significant Impact." The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and 
briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than significant level (mitigation 
measures from Section 17, "Earlier Analysis," may be cross-referenced). 

5) Earlier analysis may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA 
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. 
Section 15063 (c) (3) (D). Earlier analyses are discussed in Section 17 at the end of the 
checklist. 
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Environmental Checklist Form 

Project No. 1628-COA (208 Grand Avenue) 

Decision Date; June 4, 2014 

DETERMINATION: 

On the basis of this initiai evaiuation: 

X i find that the project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and 
a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

□ I find that although the proposed project could not have a significant effect on the 
environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because the mitigation 
measures described on an attached sheet have been added to the project. A 
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

□ I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, 
and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 

□ I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect(s) on the environment, 
but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document 
pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation 
measures based on earlier analysis as described on attached sheets, if the effect is 
a "potentially significant impacf or" potentially significant unless mitigated”. An 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required but must analyze only the effects 
that remain to be addressed. 

□ I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the 
environment, there WILL NOT be a significant effect in this case because all 
potentially significant effect (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR 
pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant 
to that earlier EIR, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed on 
the proposed project. 




Sianaturej s. 


Printed Narne: John Maver. Senior Planner 


Date: -/y 

For: City of South Pasadena 
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Environmental Checklist Form 

Project No. 1628-COA (208 Grand Avenue) 

Decision Date: June 4,2014 _ 


Issues and Supporting Information 
Sources 

Sources 

Potentially 

Significant 

Issues 

Potentially 

SIgnIfIcanI 

Unless 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 

Impact 

1. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the proposal; 

a) Corflicl with general plan designation or zoning? 

1.2 




X 

b) Conflict with applicable environmental plans or policies 
adopted by agencies with jurisdiction over the project? 

1,2 




X 

c) Be incompatible with the existing land use in thevicinity? 

1 




X 

d) Affect agricultural resources or operations (e.g impact to soils 
or farmlands, a impacts from incompatible land uses)? 





X 

e) Disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an established 
community (Including a low-income or minority community)? 





X 

The General Plan Land Use designation for this project site is Very Low Density Residential and the corresponding Zoning District is 
Residential Estate (R-E) Zone. Under the proposed PrqecI, the property at 208 Grand Avenue would be removed from the City of South 
Pasadena Cultural Heritage Inventory and the proposed second story addition would be reviewed by the Citys Design Review Board. The 
proposed project would not conflict with any land use and planning issues because the project is sited within the required setbacks and It 
does not exceed the maximum size pemnitted for single family homes in the RE zone. The proposed project would not conflict with the Land 
Use and Planning issue area because the structure would comply with all of the required development standards of the Zoning Code. 

2. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the proposed: 

a) Cumulatively exceed official regional or local population 
projections? 

1 




X 

b) Induce substantial growth in an area either directly or 
indirectly (e.g. through projects in an undeveloped area or 
major infrastructure? 

1 




X 

c) Displace existing housing, especially affordable housing? 

1 





The proposed project will not cause substantial impacts to local population projections, induce substantial growth, or displace existing 
housing. Under the proposed Project, the property at 208 Grand Avenue would be removed from the City of South Pasadena Cultural 
Heritage Inventory and the proposed second story addition would be reviewed by the City's Design Review Board The property will remain 
in use as a single family home. As such, there will be no significant impact to the Population and Housing issue. 

3. GEOLOGIC PROBLEMS. Would the proposal result In or expose people to potential Impacts Involving: 

a) Fault rupture? 

1,5 



X 


According to the City's General Plan, there are two local faults in the City, the Raymond Hill Fault, and the Elysian Park Fault. The closest 
active fault to the subject site is the Raymond hill Fault, which underlies most of the City, including the 710 Freeway extension through South 
Pasadena As a result, new construction or expansion would be designed based on the most current local, state, and federal building 
standards. As such, there will be no significant impact related to these geological problems as a result of this project. 

b) Seismic ground shaking? 

1.5 



X 


The project area is generally geologically stable and suitable for development. However, the project area could be impacted by ground 
shaking resulting from future seismic events The proposed project would be designed based on the most current building standards and the 
recommendation of the project engineer As such. there wilt be no significant impact related to this geological issue as a result of this project 
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Environmental Checklist Form 

Project No. 1828-COA (208 Grand Avenue) 

Decision Date':. June 4,2014 _ 


Issues and Supporting Information 
Sources 

Sources 

Potentially 

Significant 

Issues 

Potentially 

Significant 

Uniess 

Mitigation 

incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 

Impact 

c) Seismic ground faiiure, including liquefaction? 

1.3 




X 

d) Seiche, tsunami, or volcanic hazard? 





X 

e) Lahdslides or mudflows? 

1 




X 

f) Erosion, changes in topography or unstable soil conditions 
from excavation, grading or fill? 

1 




X 

f) Subsidence of the land? 





X 

h) Expansive soils? 





X 

i) Unique geologic or physical features? 





X 

The proposal area is not known for geologic, erosion or landslide activity Also, the General Plan Safety Bement indicates that South 
Pasadena is at a low risk of liquefaction. As a result, there will be no significant impacts on geological problem. 

4. WATER, Would the proposal result In: 

a) Changes in absorplion rates, drainage patterns, or the rate 
and amount of surface runoff? 

1,5 



X 


Under the proposed Project, the property at 208 Grand Avenue would be removed from the City of South Pasadeha Cultural Heritage 
Inventory and the proposed second story addition would be reviewed by the City's Desigh Review Board This is not expected to increase the 
natural absorption rate of the site and is not expected to increase the amount of impervious run-off water. Plans for the proposed project will 
be reviewed for compliance with all Building Code requirements following Design Review Board approval, especially those requirements that 
require surface water to be channeled to a public right-of-way. As a result, there will be ho sighificant impacts to absorption rates and 
drainage patterns. 

b) Exposure of people or property to water related hazards such 
as flooding? 

1 




X 

c) Discharge into surfece waters or other alteration of surface 
water quality (e.g. temperature, dissolved oxygen or turbidity? 

1 




X 

d) Changes in the amount of surface water in any water body? 





X 

e) Changes in currents, or the course or direction of water 
movements? 





X 

f) Change in the quantity of ground waters, either through direct 
additions or withdrawals, or through interception of an aquifer 
by outs or excavations or through substantial loss of 
groundwater recharge capability? 





X 

g) Altered direction or rate of flow of groun dwater? 





X 

h) Impacts to groundwater quality? 





X 

i) Substantial reduction in the amount of groundwater otherwise 
available for public water supplies? 





X 
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Environmental Checklist Form 
Project No. 1628-COA (208 Grand Avenue) 

Decision' Pate: June 4,2014 _ 


Issues and Supporting Information 
Sources 

Sources 

Potentially 

Significant 

Issues 

Potentially 

Significant 

Unless 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 

Impact 

j) Storm Water system discharges from areas for materials 
storage, vehicle or equipment fueling, vehicle or equipment 
maintenance (including washing), waste handling, hazardous 
materials handling or storage delivery or loading docks, or 
other outdoor work areas? 

1 




X 

k) A significantly environmentally harmful increase In the flow 
rate or volume of storm water runoff? 

1 




X 

I) A significantly environmentally harmful increase in erosion of 
the project site or surrounding areas? 





X 

m) Storm water discharges that would significantly impair the 
beneficial uses of receiving waters or areas that provide water 
quality benefits (e g riparian corridors, wetlands, etc.)? 

1 




X 

n) Hann to the bidogioal integrity of drainage systems and 
water bodies? 





X 

This proposai wiii not cause a change in surface water or groundwater. It wlii not change the currents, or the course of direction of water 
movements In either marine or fresh waters, as the project is not located in marine or fresh water setting. Furthennore, the entire City is 
located within Zone C. which designates areas of minimal flooding. As a result, there are no floodplain areas within the City that are pertinent 
to flood hazards. As a result, there will be no significant impacts on water. 

5. AIR QUALITY. Would the proposal: 

a) Violate any air quality standard or contribute to an existing or 
projected air quality violation? 

1.4 



X 


b) Expose sensitive receptors to pollutants 





X 

c) Alter air movement, moisture, or temperature, or cause any 
change in climate? 





X 

d) Create objectionable odors? 





X 

The proposed project may violate the standard air quality during construction period Issuance of a Building Pernnit requires best practices 
including such mitigation measures as: 1) fugitive dust control; 2) controlling equipment emissions: 3) planning the location of staging areas; 
and 4) limiting hours of operations All demolition projects require that the applicant notify the South Coast Air Quality Management District 
(AQMD) and to submit a report indicating whether the structure has asbestos. The AQMD requires that all asbestos be removed prior to 
building demolition As a result, there will be no significant impact on air quality. 

6. TRANSPORTATION/CiRCULATtON. Would the proposal result In: 

a) Increased vehicle trips or traffic ccfigestion? 

1.2.5 



X 


b) Hazards to safety from design features (e g sharp curves or 
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g. farm 
equipment)? 





X 

c) lna(dequate emergency accesses or access to nearby uses? 





X 
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Environmental Checklist Form 
Project No. 1628-COA (208 Grand Avenue) 


Issues and Supporting Information 
Sources 

Sources 

Potentially 

Significant 

Issues 

Potanially 

Slignlllcant 

Unloss 

MIttgatiffin 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 

Impact 

d) Insufficient parking capacity on-site or off-site? 

2,5 




X 

e) Hazards or barriers for pedestrians or bicyclists? 





X 

f) Conflicts with adopted policies supporting alternative 
transportation (e g. bus turnouts, bicycle racks)? 





X 

g) Rail, waterborne or air traffic impacts? 





X 

Under the proposed Project, the property at 208 Grand Avenue would be removed from the City of South Pasadena Cultural Heritage 
Inventory and the proposed second story addition would be reviewed by the City’s Design Review Board, The existing driveway along the 
northern side of the lot is adequate in width to allow safe visibility upon entrance and exiting the new parking area on site As such, there will 
be no significant impacts to traffic congestion, or result in any adverse impacts on transportation and circulation. 

7. BIOLOOICAL Would the proposal result In: 

a) Endangered, threatened or rare species or their habitats 
(including but not limited to plants, fish, insects, animals or 
birds)? 

1 




X 

h) Locally designated species (e.g. heritage trees)? 

2.5 




X 

c) Locally designated natural communities (e g oak forest, 
coastal habitat, etc.)? 

1 




X 

d) Wetland habitat (e g. marsh, riparian and vernal pool? 





X 

e) Wildlife dispersal or migration corridors? 





X 

The proposal will not change the diversity of species, or number of any species of plants (including trees, shrubs, grass, crops, and aquatic 
plants) Further, there will be no elimination or reduction in the numbers of any unique, rare, or endangered species of plants since the 
subject site does not contain any known populations of rare or endangered species. The proposal will not Introduce any new species into the 
area, or result in a barrier to the normal replenishment of existing species. The project will not reduce the acreage of any agricultural crop, 
since the subject property is not an agricultural use. Furthermore, the city has adopted Ordinance No. 1991 to protect Oak trees and other 
native wildlife. 

As for the De Minimis Impact Finding, there is no evidence before the City that the proposed project will have potential adverse effect on 
wildlife resources 

8. ENERGY AND MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the proposal: 

a) Conflict with adopted energy conservation plans? 

1 




X 

b) Use non-renewable resources in a wasteful and Inefficient 
manner? 





X 

c) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource 
that would be of future value to the region and the residents 
of the State? 





X 
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Environmental Checklist Form 

Project No. 1628-COA (208 Grand Avenue) 

Decision Drtte: June 4,2014_ 


Issues and Supporting Information 
Sources 

Sources 

Potentially 

Significant 

Issues 

Potentially 

Significant 

Unless 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 

Impact 

Under the proposed Project, the property at 208 Grand Avenue would be removed from the City of South Pasadena Cultural Heritage 
Inventory and the proposed second story addition would be reviewed by the City's Design Review Board. The proposal may increase the 
demand on existing energy sources, but not to a significant degree; it wiii not require new sources of energy or impact natural resources 
The project will not result in the use of water and energy in a wastefui manner. 

9. HAZARDS Would the proposal Involve: 

a) A risk of accidental explosion or release of ha 2 ardous 
substances (including, but not limited to; oil, pesticides, 
chemicals or radiation)? 

1.5 




X 

b) Possible interference with an emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan? 





X 

c) The creation of any health hazard or potential health hazard? 





X 

d) Exposure of people to existing sources of potential health 
hazards? 





X 

6) Increased fire hazard In areas with flammable brush, grass of 
trees? 





X 

The proposed project will not create a significant impact to the environment since there will be no discharge or hazardous substances in the 
area as a result of this proposal. As a result, there will be no significant impact to hazards. 

10, NOISE Would the proposal result In: 

a) Increase in the existing noise levels? 

1,2 



X 


b) Exposure of people to severe noise levels? 





X 

Under the proposed Project, the property at 208 Grand Avenue would be removed from the City of South Pasadena Cultural Heritage 
Inventory and the proposed second story addition would be reviewed by the City's Design Review Board. The City of South Pasadena 
regulates noise levels under Ordinance No, 1582 which specifies that noise generated by machinery, equipment, fans or air conditioning 
must not increase the ambient noise level by more than 5dBA at the property line Constmction operation will be subject to approval of a 
construction permit and requirements of that permit may call for the fotlowing: 1) notification of adjacent property owner of the hours of 
construction; 2) shrouding and shielding of intake, exhaust, impact tods, and the use of electric equipment rather than diesel powered tods; 
and 3) truck haul routes shall avoid residential street and adjacent schods. Beyond the short term ndse related to the construction, the 
proposed prqect is residential in nature As a result there will be no significant pemnanent increases in existing noise levels. 

11. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the proposal have an effect upon, or result in a need for new or altered government services In any 
of thefollowina areas: 

a) Fire protection? 





X 

b) Police prcfection? 





X 

c) Schoois? 





X 

d) Maintenance of pubiic facilities, inciuding roads? 





X 

e) Other governmentai services? 

1 




X 
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Environmental Checklist Form 

Project No. 1628-COA (208 Grand Avenue) 

peclsion Date: June 4,2014 _ 


Issues and Supporting Information 
Sources 

Sources 

Potentially 

Significant 

Issues 

Potentially 

Significant 

Unless 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 

Impact 

The proposal will not have an effect upon or result in a need for new or altered government services in the area including fire protection, 
police protection, schools, and the maintenance of public facilities including roads. The proposal is located in an urban area where services 
are currently provided As a result, this proposal will have no significant impacts to public services. 

12. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the proposal result In a need for new systems or supplies, or substantial 
alterations to the followina utilities: 

a) Power or natural gas? 

1 




X 

b) Communications systems? 

1 




X 

c) Local or regional water treatment or distribution facilities? 

1 




X 

d) Sewer or septic tanks? 

1 




X 

e) Storm water drainage? 

1 




X 

f) Solid waste disposal? 

1 




X 

g) Local or regional water supplies? 

1 




X 

The proposal will not result In a need for new system or substantial alterations to power or natural gas, communication system, local or 
regional water supplies and treatment or distribution facilities, sewer or septic tanks, and solid waste disposal. Southern California Edison 
(SCE) currently provides electricity to the site, and Southern California Gas Company (SCGC) already provides natural gas. The SCE and 
SCGC have adequate capacity to serve the areas subject to the proposal. Also, the City of South Pasadena, and California Water Service 
Company (CWSC) provide water to the project site. The CWSC purchases water from the West Basin Water Association, which is a 
distributor for the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (MWD). As a result, the proposal will not have any significant adverse 
impact. 

13. AESTHETICS. Would the proposal: 

a) Affect a scenic vista or scenic highway? 

1.2, 5.7 




X 

b) Have a demonstrable negative aesthetic effect? 

1.2, 5. 7 




X 

c) Create light or glare? 

1. 2.5. 7 




X 

The proposed project will not affect any scenic vista, scenic highway, or create light or glare. Grand Avenue is not a scenic highway. To 
insure that the design will be compatible with the existing context, the project is subject to a Design Review Board approval before obtaining 
a building permit. 

As a result of this proposal, there will be no significant impacts on aesthetics 





14. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the proposal: 

a) Disturb paleontological resources? 





X 

b) Disturb archaeological resources? 





X 

c) Affect historical resources? 

5.7 



X 
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Environmental Checklist Form 

Project No. 1628-COA (208 Grand Avenue) 


Issues and Supporting Information 
Sources 

Sources 

Potentially 

SIgnItIcant 

Issues 

Potentially 

Significant 

Unless 

Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 

Impact 

d) Have the potential to cause a physical change, which would 
affect unique ethnic cultural values? 

1 




X 

e) Restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the potential 
impact area? 

1 




X 


According to files at the City of South Pasadena, no paleontological resources are known to occur on the project site, and the site is not 
located in a sensitive area for resources related to ethnic/cultural values and/or religious/sacred uses 

The project site (208 Grand Avenue) is listed on the City’s Cultural Heritage Inventory TTie South Pasadena Municipal Code (Section 
2.63(b)) allows property owners to submit an application to remove request that their property be removed from the Cultural Heritage 
Inventory. A property owner must provide photos of existing conditions and an evaluation by an accredited architectural historian to show 
that either: 1) the property lacks historical significance, or 2) it lost historical integrity due to in-everstble alterations 

City Records 

In 2002, the City contracted with PCR Services to prepare mrxe detailed information about some of the historic properties listed on the 
inventory. The property at 208 Grand Avenue is one of 254 individual historic resources that were identified on a form called a Primary 
Record, or DPR 523B Form. This is a standard form that the California State Department of Parks and Recreation uses to record historic 
resources. The forms are the accepted format in recording a variety of cultural resources, and they are organized in a statewide 
standardized formal The DPR Form for 208 Grand Avenue reports that states that the house incorporates some Spanish Colonial Revival 
architectural features including; low-pitched front gabled roof covered in red tile, smooth stucco finish, narrow multi-pane wood casement 
windows, and a wrought iron balcony: however, its design and construction method, typical of Spanish Colonial Revival style residences of 
similar vintage In South Pasadena, are neither distinctive nor representative enough to render the building an important example of 
properties of its type. According to the City's survey form, this property does not appear to be eligible for listing either in the California 
Register or the National Register under any oriteria. It Is also not eligible for separate listing or designation under the City of South 
Pasadena's Landmark ordinance because it represents a Telatively common architectural style and building type in the City". Since the 
house is a relatively intact example of the Spanish Colonial Revival style, the house is still considered "eligible for special consideration in 
local planning ". 

George Taylor Louden Report 

George Taylor Louden, AIA prepared a report that provides a brief history of the building, an evaluation of the property, and photos that 
illustrate the building's alterations (attachment 2). Mr. Louden contends that the house is not an "intact example" of a Spanish Colonial 
Revival style. The consultant used the year 1924 (year of completion) to determine if the building maintained its historic significance from that 
time The consultant conducted visual observations of the exterior conditions, noting probable original conditions, details, and later 
modifications. 

A great majority of the exterior features which may be considered "character-defining” are primarily located on the west elevation which Is 
partially visible from the street Mature landscaping in the front yard area obscures that side of the house (see Attachment 2, pPp. 26-29). 
The Louden report states that there are significant alterations and removals of original, character- defining features that have transpired since 
the 1924 completion date. These alterations and modifications represent a "post-war mid-century modern style". Building permits from 
1946-1950 and observations at the home indicate that windows and doors have been replaced There is an in-filled opening where an 
original window was previously removed at a central location on the primary facade On the northern side of the house, there is an expanded 
living room with a large window and two altered window openings all designed with a "modem minimalist style” from the post-war era. 

Therefore the Project would have a less than significant Impact under CEQA. 


15. RECREATION. Would the proposal: 


Increase the demand for neighborhood or regional parks or 
other recreational facilities? 


b) Affect existing recreational opportunities? 
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Environmental Checklist Form 
Project No. 1628-COA (208 Grand Avenue) 

.Decision Date: June 4, 2014 _ 


Issues and Supporting Information 
Sources 

Sources 

Potentially 

SlgniUcant 

Issues 

Potentially 

Significant 

Unless 

Mitigation 

Incorporctfed 

Less Than 
Significant 
Impact 

No 

Impact 

The proposed project will not result in an Increase in the demand for recreational facilities since the proposal involves the removal of a 
Spanish Colonial Revival home built in 1924 where alterations In the late 1940‘s and earty 1950’s which characterize the home as not 
representative enough to render the building an important example of properties of its type There are other representative examples of the 
Spanish style in South Pasadena and only the very best examples should be included on the Inventory. South Pasadena is an urban area 
where parks and recreational facilities are provided. Therefore, the proposed project will not increase the demand for neighborhood or 
regional parks or other recreational facilities 

16. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE. 

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of 
the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or 
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop 
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or 
animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of 
a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important 
examples of the major periods of California history or 
prehistory? 

1.6,7.8 



X 


The proposed project will not potentially degrade the quality of the 
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining leve 
or restrict the rahge of a rare or endangered plant or animal or el 
prehistory. 

As a result, there are no significant impacts to this mandatory findinc 

environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, 
s, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number 
minate important examples of the major periods of California history or 

of significant as a result of this proiect. 

b) Does the project have the potential to achieve short-tenn, to 
the disadvantage of long-term, environmental goals? 

1 




X 

The proposed use will not have the potential to achieve short-twm, to the disadvantage of long-term and environmental goals 

c) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but 
cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable" 
means that the incremental effects of a project are 
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of 
the past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the 
effects of probable future projects) 

1 




X 

The proposal does not have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable since it is for a minor modification in land use 
and administrative orocessina The orolect will remove an address fr<xn the Cultural Heritaae Inventory. 

d) Does the project have environmental effects, which will 
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either 
directly or indirectly? 

1 




X 

The proposal will not have a significant effect that will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly since no 
significant adverse effects were identified 


17. EARLIER ANALYSES. 


Earlier analysis may be used where, pursuant to the tiring, program EIR, or other CEQA process, one or more effects have been adequately 
analyzed in an earlier EIR or Negative Declaration. Section 15063 (c) (3) (D) In this case a discussion should identify the following items: 
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Environmental Checklist Form 

Project No. 1628-COA (208 Grand Avenue) 

Dflcisioii Date: June 4, 2014 _ 


RT 

Earli er analysis used. Identify earlier analyses and state where they are available for review. I 

None 

b) 

Impacts adequately addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an 
earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based 
on the earlier analysis 

Not applicable, see a) above. 

c) 

Mitigation measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated," describe the mitigation measures, which 
were incoroorated or refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions of the project. 

Not applicable, see a) above. 


18. SOURCE REFERENCES 

1 

City of South Pasadena. California. South Pasadena General Plan, adooted October 1996. 

2 

flity of South Pasadena Chanter 36 Zonino Code 

3 

Seismic Hazard Zones. Official Map released; March 25,1999. 

4 

South Coast Air Oualily Manaaement District. Handbook. Diamond Bar, California, April 1993 

5 

Project Plans, 

6 

Reconnaissance Level Survey. PCR Services, dated 2002 

7 

Historical Memorandum for the Record, George Taylor Louden Report, dated March 18, 2014 
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